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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on October 
5, 2005 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 6, 1 1 , 13, 15, 18 and 23 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

3. In the previous Office Action mailed on September 21 , 2005 claims 24 and 25 
were indicated to be allowable. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) 
of rejection is made in view of newly found prior art. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-15 and 18-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Taylor, US Patent 5,956,083 in view of Wess, US Patent 
6,198,544 B1. 

Regarding claim 1, Taylor discloses a digital camera (Fig. 1) for capturing 
images to be provided to a lenticular apparatus, comprising: a digital camera (Fig. 1 : 
101) that can capture digital images; a memory (Fig. 1: 110) that stores the captured 
digital images; a processor (Fig. 1 , items 1 14, 1 18 and 122) for processing the captured 
digital images; a display (Fig. 1: 102) for displaying a motion sequence of captured 
images; and a user interface (Fig. 1: 138) on the digital camera that enables a user to 
select a subset of the captured digital images and store the selected subset of the 
captured digital images in the memory prior to transmitting to a lenticular apparatus for 
constructing a lenticular hardcopy of the subset of the captured digital images, wherein 
the processor is used to produce a processed motion sequence that will be visible in the 
lenticular hardcopy (Col. 4, line 33 - col. 5, line 40; col. 6, line 37 - col. 7, line 53). 
Taylor also teaches that the display is used to provide the user with an accurate preview 
of a lenticular end product (Col. 5, lines 41-57; col. 7, lines 21-67). 

Taylor fails to teach that the processed motion sequence includes adjacency 
effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy and that the display provides the 
user with the quality correlating to large temporal sampling differences of the lenticular 
end product. 

However, Wess teaches a system for capturing images from a video-tape to 
produce motion cards comprising a memory (Col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 15; col. 4, lines 
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30-56) for storing a sequence of images from the video-tape; a processor (Fig. 1 : 22) for 
processing the images; a display (Fig. 1:12) for display for displaying a motion 
sequence of captured images; a user interface (Figs. 3A-3B; col. 4, lines 7-56; col. 5, 
lines 16-47) that enables the user to select a subset of the captured images and store 
the selected subset of the captured images in the memory prior to transmitting to a 
lenticular apparatus (printer shown in fig. 1 : 24; col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 16) for 
constructing a lenticular hard copy of the subset of the captured images, wherein the 
processor is used to produce a processed motion sequence including adjacency effects 
(See fig. 2C, step 4, fig. 2D, step 5) that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy, and the 
display is used to display the processed motion sequence to provide the user with an 
accurate preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large temporal 
sampling differences (Col. 5, lines 16-57; col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 9; col. 7, lines 46- 
58). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Taylor in view of Wess as a whole, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Taylor by making the processor to produce a processed motion 
sequence including adjacency effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy, and 
the display being used to display the processed motion sequence to provide the user 
with an accurate preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large 
temporal sampling differences. The motivation to do so would have been to enable the 
user to improve the selection of the frames to be used in the formed motion card as 
suggested by Wess (Col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 3; see also abstract). 
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Regarding claim 2, Taylor discloses that the captured digital images are 
selected from a sequence of motion burst digital images (Col. 4, line 33 - col. 5, line 
40). 

Regarding claim 3, Taylor discloses that the sequence of motion burst digital 
images is displayed at a rate differing from a capture rate (Col. 4, line 43 - col. 5, line 
40). 

Regarding claim 4, Taylor discloses that the subset of captured digital images 
includes a number of frames corresponding to the lenticular hardcopy (Col. 4, line 43 - 
col. 5, line 40). 

Regarding claim 5, Taylor discloses that the number of frames is dictated by the 
digital camera (Col. 4, line 43 - col. 5, line 40). 

Regarding claim 6, Taylor discloses a digital camera for capturing images to be 
provided to a lenticular service provider, comprising: a digital camera (Fig. 1 : 101) that 
can capture digital images; a memory (Fig. 1:110) that stores the captured digital 
images; a user interface (Fig. 1 : 138) that enables a user to select a subset of the 
captured digital images; a display (Fig. 1 : 102) for displaying a motion sequence of 
captured images; a processing unit (Fig. 1 , items 1 14, 1 18 and 122) that combines the 
selected subset of the captured digital images into a single formatted digital image for 
lenticular display; wherein the processing unit is used to produce a processed motion 
sequence that will be visible in a lenticular hardcopy; and wherein the single formatted 
digital image is stored in the memory (Fig. 1 : 146) prior to the lenticular service provider 
constructing the lenticular hardcopy of the subset of the captured digital images (Col. 4, 
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line 33 - col. 5, line 40; col. 6, line 37 - col. 7, line 53). Taylor also teaches that the 
display is used to provide the user with an accurate preview of a lenticular end product 
(Col. 5, lines 41-57; col. 7, lines 21-67). 

Taylor fails to teach that the processed motion sequence includes adjacency 
effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy and that the display provides the 
user with the quality correlating to large temporal sampling differences of the lenticular 
end product. 

However, Wess teaches a system for capturing images from a video-tape to 
produce motion cards comprising a memory (Col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 15; col. 4, lines 
30-56) for storing a sequence of images from the video-tape; a processor (Fig. 1: 22) for 
processing the images; a display (Fig. 1:12) for display for displaying a motion 
sequence of captured images; a user interface (Figs. 3A-3B; col. 4, lines 7-56; col. 5, 
lines 16-47) that enables the user to select a subset of the captured images and store 
the selected subset of the captured images in the memory prior to transmitting to a 
lenticular apparatus (printer shown in fig. 1: 24; col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 16) for 
constructing a lenticular hard copy of the subset of the captured images, wherein the 
processor is used to produce a processed motion sequence including adjacency effects 
(See fig. 2C, step 4, fig. 2D, step 5) that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy, and the 
display is used to display the processed motion sequence to provide the user with an 
accurate preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large temporal 
sampling differences (Col. 5, lines 16-57; col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 9; col. 7, lines 46- 
58). 



Application/Control Number: 10/037,322 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2612 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Taylor in view of Wess as a whole, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Taylor by making the processor to produce a processed motion 
sequence including adjacency effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy, and 
the display being used to display the processed motion sequence to provide the user 
with an accurate preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large 
temporal sampling differences. The motivation to do so would have been to enable the 
user to improve the selection of the frames to be used in the formed motion card as 
suggested by Wess (Col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 3; see also abstract). 

Regarding claim 7, Taylor discloses that the captured digital images are 
selected from a sequence of motion burst digital images (Col. 4, line 33 - col. 5, line 
40). 

Regarding claim 8, Taylor discloses that the sequence of motion burst digital 
images is displayed at a rate differing from a capture rate (Col. 4, line 43 - col. 5, line 
40). 

Regarding claim 9, Taylor discloses that the subset of captured digital images 
includes a number of frames corresponding to the lenticular hardcopy (Col. 4, line 43 - 
col. 5, line 40). 

Regarding claim 10, Taylor discloses that the number of frames is dictated by 
the digital camera (Col. 4, line 43 - col. 5, line 40). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Taylor discloses a system (Fig. 1 ) for creating a lenticular 
hardcopy from captured images, comprising: a digital camera (Fig. 1: 101) that captures 
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digital images; a memory (Fig. 1 : 1 10) for storing the captured digital images; a 
processor (Fig. 1 , items 114, 118 and 122) for processing the captured digital images, a 
display (Fig. 1 : 102) for displaying a motion sequence of captured images, a user 
interface (Fig. 1 : 138) for selecting a subset of the captured digital images, wherein the 
processor is used to produce a processed motion sequence that will be visible in the 
lenticular hardcopy (Col. 4, line 33 - col. 5, line 40; col. 6, line 37 - col. 7, line 53). 
Taylor inherently discloses a communication channel that transmits the selected subset 
of the captured digital images to an apparatus that constructs the lenticular hardcopy 
from the selected subset of captured digital images when teaching that that a printer will 
be used to create the lenticular image formed (Col. 5, lines 24-40). Taylor also teaches 
that the display is used to provide the user with an accurate preview of a lenticular end 
product (Col. 5, lines 41-57; col. 7, lines 21-67). 

Taylor fails to teach that the processed motion sequence includes adjacency 
effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy and that the display provides the 
user with the quality correlating to large temporal sampling differences of the lenticular 
end product. 

However, Wess teaches a system for capturing images from a video-tape to 
produce motion cards comprising a memory (Col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 15; col. 4, lines 
30-56) for storing a sequence of images from the video-tape; a processor (Fig. 1 : 22) for 
processing the images; a display (Fig. 1:12) for display for displaying a motion 
sequence of captured images; a user interface (Figs. 3A-3B; col. 4, lines 7-56; col. 5, 
lines 16-47) that enables the user to select a subset of the captured images and store 
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the selected subset of the captured images in the memory prior to transmitting to a 
lenticular apparatus (printer shown in fig. 1: 24; col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 16) for 
constructing a lenticular hard copy of the subset of the captured images, wherein the 
processor is used to produce a processed motion sequence including adjacency effects 
(See fig. 2C, step 4, fig. 2D, step 5) that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy, and the 
display is used to display the processed motion sequence to provide the user with an 
accurate preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large temporal 
sampling differences (Col. 5, lines 16-57; col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 9; col. 7, lines 46- 
58). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Taylor in view of Wess as a whole, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Taylor by making the processor to produce a processed motion 
sequence including adjacency effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy, and 
the display being used to display the processed motion sequence to provide the user 
with an accurate preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large 
temporal sampling differences. The motivation to do so would have been to enable the 
user to improve the selection of the frames to be used in the formed motion card as 
suggested by Wess (Col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 3; see also abstract). 

Regarding claim 12, Taylor discloses that the subset of the captured digital 
images is selected from a sequence of motion burst digital images. (Col. 4, line 33 - col. 
5, line 40). 



Application/Control Number: 10/037,322 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2612 

Regarding claim 13, Taylor discloses a system (Fig. 1 ) for creating a lenticular 
hardcopy from captured images, comprising: a digital camera (Fig. 1: 101) that captures 
digital images; a memory (Fig. 1: 110) for storing the captured digital images, a user 
interface (Fig. 1 : 138) for selecting a subset of the captured digital images; a processing 
unit (Fig. 1, items 114, 118 and 122) that combines the selected subset of the captured 
digital images into a single formatted digital image for lenticular display, wherein the 
processing unit is used to produce a processed motion sequence that will be visible in a 
lenticular hardcopy (Col. 4, line 33 - col. 5, line 40; col. 6, line 37 - col. 7, line 53). 
Taylor inherently discloses a communication channel that transmits the single formatted 
digital image to a service provider with an apparatus that constructs the lenticular 
hardcopy from the single formatted digital image when teaching that that a printer will be 
used to create the lenticular image formed (Col. 5, lines 24-40). Taylor also teaches 
that the display is used to provide the user with an accurate preview of a lenticular end 
product (Col. 5, lines 41-57; col. 7, lines 21-67). 

Taylor fails to teach that the processed motion sequence includes adjacency 
effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy and that the display provides the 
user with the quality correlating to large temporal sampling differences of the lenticular 
end product. 

However, Wess teaches a system for capturing images from a video-tape to 
produce motion cards comprising a memory (Col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 15; col. 4, lines 
30-56) for storing a sequence of images from the video-tape; a processor (Fig. 1 : 22) for 
processing the images; a display (Fig. 1:12) for display for displaying a motion 
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sequence of captured images; a user interface (Figs. 3A-3B; col. 4, lines 7-56; col. 5, 
lines 16-47) that enables the user to select a subset of the captured images and store 
the selected subset of the captured images in the memory prior to transmitting to a 
lenticular apparatus (printer shown in fig. 1 : 24; col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 16) for 
constructing a lenticular hard copy of the subset of the captured images, wherein the 
processor is used to produce a processed motion sequence including adjacency effects 
(See fig. 2C, step 4, fig. 2D, step 5) that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy, and the 
display is used to display the processed motion sequence to provide the user with an 
accurate preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large temporal 
sampling differences (Col. 5, lines 16-57; col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 9; col. 7, lines 46- 
58). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Taylor in view of Wess as a whole, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Taylor by making the processor to produce a processed motion 
sequence including adjacency effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy, and 
the display being used to display the processed motion sequence to provide the user 
with an accurate preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large 
temporal sampling differences. The motivation to do so would have been to enable the 
user to improve the selection of the frames to be used in the formed motion card as 
suggested by Wess (Col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 3; see also abstract). 



Application/Control Number: 10/037,322 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2612 

Regarding claim 14, Taylor discloses that the subset of the captured digital 
images is selected from a sequence of motion burst digital images. (Col. 4, line 33 - col. 

5, line 40). 

Regarding claim 15, Taylor discloses a method of selecting motion burst still 
images for lenticular motion card display: 

a) navigating through a set of motion burst still images such that a first endpoint 
is found (Col. 4, line 59 - col. 5, line 40); 

b) navigating through the set of motion burst still images such that a second 
endpoint is found (Col. 4, line 59 - col. 5, line 40); 

c) displaying the set of motion burst still images (Col. 4, lines 41-57); 

d) selecting a subset of the motion burst still images corresponding to the second 
endpoint (Col. 4, line 59 - col. 5, line 40); 

e) storing the subset of motion burst still images onto a memory device (Col. 4, 
line 59 - col. 5, line 40); 

f) producing from the subset of motion burst still images, a processed motion 
sequence that will be visible in a lenticular hardcopy (Col. 4, line 33 - col. 5, line 40; col. 

6, line 37 - col. 7, line 53) to provide the user with an accurate preview of a lenticular 
end product (Col. 5, lines 41-57; col. 7, lines 21-67). 

g) displaying the processed motion sequence (Col. 5, lines 41-57), and 

h) transmitting the subset of motion burst still images to an apparatus that 
constructs the lenticular hardcopy from the selected subset of motion burst still images 
(Col. 4, line 59 - col. 5, line 40). 
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Taylor fails to teach that the of producing a processed motion sequence includes 
adjacency effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy to provide the user with 
the quality correlating to large temporal sampling differences of the lenticular end 
product. 

However, Wess teaches a system for capturing images from a video-tape to 
produce motion cards comprising a memory (Col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 15; col. 4, lines 
30-56) for storing a sequence of images from the video-tape; a processor (Fig. 1 : 22) for 
processing the images; a display (Fig. 1:12) for display for displaying a motion 
sequence of captured images; a user interface (Figs. 3A-3B; col. 4, lines 7-56; col. 5, 
lines 16-47) that enables the user to select a subset of the captured images and store 
the selected subset of the captured images in the memory prior to transmitting to a 
lenticular apparatus (printer shown in fig. 1: 24; col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 16) for 
constructing a lenticular hard copy of the subset of the captured images, wherein the 
processor is used to produce a processed motion sequence including adjacency effects 
(See fig. 2C, step 4, fig. 2D, step 5) that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy, and the 
display is used to display the processed motion sequence to provide the user with an 
accurate preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large temporal 
sampling differences (Col. 5, lines 16-57; col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 9; col. 7, lines 46- 
58). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Taylor in view of Wess as a whole, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Taylor by producing a processed motion sequence including adjacency 
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effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy to provide the user with an accurate 
preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large temporal sampling 
differences. The motivation to do so would have been to enable the user to improve the 
selection of the frames to be used in the formed motion card as suggested by Wess 
(Col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 3; see also abstract). 

Regarding claim 18, Taylor discloses a method for selecting digital images for 
lenticular motion card display: 

a) processing a set of digital images to create corresponding adjacency effects 
(Col. 4, line 33 - col. 5, line 40; col. 6, line 37 - col. 7, line 53); 

b) displaying the set of digital images to provide the user with an accurate 
preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large temporal sampling 
differences (Col. 5, lines 41-57); 

c) storing the set of digital images onto a memory device (Col. 4, line 59 - col. 5, 
line 40); and 

d) transmitting the set of digital images to an apparatus that constructs a 
lenticular hardcopy from the set of digital images with adjacency effects (Col. 4, line 59 
- col. 5, line 40). 

Taylor fails to teach displaying the set of digital images with adjacency effects to 
provide the user with its quality correlating to large temporal sampling differences 

However, Wess teaches a system for capturing images from a video-tape to 
produce motion cards comprising a memory (Col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 15; col. 4, lines 
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30-56) for storing a sequence of images from the video-tape; a processor (Fig. 1 : 22) for 
processing the images; a display (Fig. 1:12) for display for displaying a motion 
sequence of captured images; a user interface (Figs. 3A-3B; col. 4, lines 7-56; col. 5, 
lines 16-47) that enables the user to select a subset of the captured images and store 
the selected subset of the captured images in the memory prior to transmitting to a 
lenticular apparatus (printer shown in fig. 1: 24; col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 16) for 
constructing a lenticular hard copy of the subset of the captured images, wherein the 
processor is used to produce a processed motion sequence including adjacency effects 
(See fig. 2C, step 4, fig. 2D, step 5) that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy, and the 
display is used to display the processed motion sequence to provide the user with an 
accurate preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large temporal 
sampling differences (Col. 5, lines 16-57; col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 9; col. 7, lines 46- 
58). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Taylor in view of Wess as a whole, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Taylor by producing a processed motion sequence including adjacency 
effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy to provide the user with an accurate 
preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large temporal sampling 
differences. The motivation to do so would have been to enable the user to improve the 
selection of the frames to be used in the formed motion card as suggested by Wess 
(Col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 3; see also abstract). 
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Regarding claim 19, Taylor discloses that the set of digital images is selected 
from a sequence of motion burst digital images (Col. 4, line 33 - col. 5, line 40). 

Regarding claim 20, Taylor discloses that the sequence of motion burst digital 
images is displayed at a rate differing from a capture rate (Col. 4, line 43 - col. 5, line 
40). 

Regarding claim 21 , Taylor discloses that the set of digital images includes a 
number of frames corresponding to the lenticular hardcopy (Col. 4, line 43 - col. 5, line 
40). 

Regarding claim 22, Taylor discloses that the number of frames is dictated by a 
digital camera (Col. 4, line 43 - col. 5, line 40). 

Regarding claim 23, Taylor discloses a digital camera (Fig. 1) for capturing 
motion images to be provided to a lenticular service provider, comprising: a digital 
camera (Fig. 1: 101) that can capture motion burst digital images according to 
predetermined parameters of a lenticular media; a memory (Fig. 1:110) that stores the 
captured motion burst digital images; a processor (Fig. 1 , items 1 14, 1 18 and 122) for 
processing the captured motion burst digital images; and a display (Fig. 1 : 1 02) for 
displaying a motion sequence of captured images, wherein the processor is used to 
produce, from the captured motion burst digital images, a processed motion sequence 
that will be visible in a lenticular hardcopy produced using the lenticular media and the 
display is used to display the processed motion sequence prior to transmitting a 
selected subset of the captured digital images (Col. 4, line 33 - col. 5, line 40; col. 6, 
line 37 - col. 7, line 53). 
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Taylor fails to teach that the processor produces, from the captured motion burst 
digital images, a processed motion sequence including adjacency effects that will be 
visible in a lenticular hardcopy produced using the lenticular media. 

However, Wess teaches a system for capturing images from a video-tape to 
produce motion cards comprising a memory (Col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 15; col. 4, lines 
30-56) for storing a sequence of images from the video-tape; a processor (Fig. 1 : 22) for 
processing the images; a display (Fig. 1:12) for display for displaying a motion 
sequence of captured images; a user interface (Figs. 3A-3B; col. 4, lines 7-56; col. 5, 
lines 1 6-47) that enables the user to select a subset of the captured images and store 
the selected subset of the captured images in the memory prior to transmitting to a 
lenticular apparatus (printer shown in fig. 1 : 24; col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 16) for 
constructing a lenticular hard copy of the subset of the captured images, wherein the 
processor is used to produce a processed motion sequence including adjacency effects 
(See fig. 2C, step 4, fig. 2D, step 5) that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy, and the 
display is used to display the processed motion sequence to provide the user with an 
accurate preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large temporal 
sampling differences (Col. 5, lines 16-57; col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 9; col. 7, lines 46- 
58). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Taylor in view of Wess as a whole, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Taylor by making the processor to produce a processed motion 
sequence including adjacency effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy. The 
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motivation to do so would have been to enable the user to improve the selection of the 
frames to be used in the formed motion card as suggested by Wess (Col. 2, line 60 - 
col. 3, line 3; see also abstract). 

6. Claim 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fellegara, US Patent 5,845,166 in view of Wess, US 6,198,544 B1. 

Regarding claims 24 and 25, Fellegara discloses a hybrid film/digital camera 
(See figs. 1 , 6 and 19: 10) for capturing images to be provided to a printer (Col. 15, lines 
21-51; col. 17, lines 14-32; col. 19, lines 40-63), comprising: a camera that can 
simultaneously capture digital images (using CCD shown in fig. 6: 94) and film images 
(Using a film as shown in film transport unit 60) in a one-to-one matched relationship; a 
memory (memory connected to memory card connector 130) that stores the captured 
digital images; and a user interface (Fig. 6: 74; col. 4, line 35 - col. 5, line 5) on the 
camera that enables a user to select a subset of the captured film images, 
corresponding to displayed digital images (Col. 8, lines 6-36; col. 13, lines 17-31; col. 
13, line 58 - col. 14, line 26; col. 16, lines 23-47), and record the selection on film (Col. 
15, lines 21-51; col. 20, lines 10-35) prior to delivering a plurality of film images for 
processing (Col. 8, lines 6-36; col. 13, lines 17-31), such that the printer can read the 
selection on film and construct hardcopy of the selected subset of the captured film 
images (Col. 15, lines 21-51). 

Fellegara fails to teach that the images are provided to a lenticular apparatus; a 
processor that creates adjacency effects from the captured digital and film images and 
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that the selected subset of the captured film images, corresponds to displayed digital 
images and adjacency effects. 

However, Wess teaches a system for capturing images from a video-tape to 
produce motion cards comprising a memory (Col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 15; col. 4, lines 
30-56) for storing a sequence of images from the video-tape; a processor (Fig. 1 : 22) for 
processing the images; a display (Fig. 1:12) for display for displaying a motion 
sequence of captured images; a user interface (Figs. 3A-3B; col. 4, lines 7-56; col. 5, 
lines 16-47) that enables the user to select a subset of the captured images and store 
the selected subset of the captured images in the memory prior to transmitting to a 
lenticular apparatus (printer shown in fig. 1: 24; col. 3, line 52 - col. 4, line 16) for 
constructing a lenticular hard copy of the subset of the captured images, wherein the 
processor is used to produce a processed motion sequence including adjacency effects 
(See fig. 2C, step 4, fig. 2D, step 5) that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy, and the 
display is used to display the processed motion sequence to provide the user with an 
accurate preview of a lenticular end product and its quality correlating to large temporal 
sampling differences (Col. 5, lines 16-57; col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 9; col. 7, lines 46- 
58). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Fellegara in view of Wess as a 
whole, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Fellegara by providing the images to a lenticular 
apparatus, to have a processor that creates adjacency effects from the captured digital 
and film images to produce a processed motion sequence including adjacency effects 
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that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy and that the selected subset of the captured 
film images, corresponds to displayed digital images and adjacency effect. The 
motivation to do so would have been to produce a processed motion sequence 
including adjacency effects that will be visible in the lenticular hardcopy and to enable 
the user to improve the selection of the frames to be used in the formed motion card as 
suggested by Wess (Col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 3; see also abstract). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 . Claims 16 and 17 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

2. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

Regarding claim 16, the main reasons for indication of allowable subject matter 
is because the prior art of records fails to teach or reasonably suggest that the selection 
of the subset of the motion burst still images is responsive to a user's selection of 
minimum and maximum clarity of the set of motion burst still images in conjunction with 
limitations in claim 15. 

Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nelson D. Hernandez whose telephone number is (571) 
272-731 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 A.M. to 6:00 P.M.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ngoc Yen Vu can be reached on (571) 272-7320. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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